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[Mrs. Edna M. Moyle, JP, Deputy Speaker in the Chair]
Mr. John D. Jefferson, Jr.:

I am pleased to move Private Member’s Motion No. 2/00, 
Public Access to the North Sound and Seven Mile Beach, 
which reads: 

“WHEREAS for many years Caymanians and the 

general public have enjoyed uninterrupted access to 

Seven Mile Beach and the North Sound; 

“AND WHEREAS many of our fishermen, watersports 
operators and boat owners in general who 

operate in or from the north sound have depended 

an access to Salt Creek and other areas of the Island 

for docking for their boats and the loading and off 

loading of their passengers; 

“AND WHEREAS many Caymanians, in particular West Bayers, 
depend on access to the North Sound for their livelihood; 

“AND WHEREAS for many years the general 

public has had access to Seven Mile Beach between 

London House and the Public Beach through roads 

established over the years; 

“AND WHEREAS access to the North Sound and 

Seven Mile Beach are now threatened by development 
and property owners who now want to deny the 

continued use of these roads; 

“BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED THAT Government 
now consider taking the appropriate action, by 

whatever means deemed necessary, to ensure that 

Caymanian boat owners and other members of the 

general public continue to have access to the North 

Sound and Seven Mile Beach area through established 
access roads that have been used for this 

purpose for so many years.”

The Deputy Speaker: 

The First Elected Member for West Bay. 

Mr. W. McKeeva Bush: 

I beg to second the motion. 

The Deputy Speaker: 

Private Member’s Motion No. 2/00 has been duly moved and seconded.
Does the mover wish to speak to it?
Mr. John D. Jefferson, Jr.:

Thank you. 

Madam Speaker, you couldn’t sell beach property 

for many years in this country because no one wanted to 

live near the beach. For many years the general public in 

this country had undenied access to the beach and to 

the waterways of this country. The people depended on 

this access for their livelihood. 

One of the main reasons this motion being moved is 

because of a situation that arose late last year. I was in 

my office in West Bay and was approached by a number 

of West Bay boat owners who provided me with a copy 

of a letter they had received stating that as of 
31 December 1999 they would no longer have access to the 

docking facilities they have used for so many years in the 

Salt Creek area because the access road was going to 

be closed. 

In West Bay we have a lot of boat owners. In the 

Morgan’s Harbour area, docking is very limited indeed. I 

recall previously that some of the boat owners used to 

utilise the docking facilities in the Governor’s Sound area 

only to be run from that area by the same private land-

owners. One might ask why not go to the Cayman Is-

lands Yacht Club area where docking is available, and 

where you can pay a fee. Because business is so poor 

and so inconsistent, a lot of our boat owners really cannot 
afford the high fees charged for docking in these 
privately owned marinas. 

Two experienced watersports operators from West 

Bay told me that they enjoyed uninterrupted access to 

this area since the days that Turtle Farm was in that 

area. That is, the Salt Creek area. I believe that the Tur-

tle Farm was in that area up until the late 1960s and then 

moved to the present location in Northwest Point. Let’s 

say they have been using this area since 1968. 

For a private landowner to approach these boat 

owners and tell them they no longer have access to 

docking facilities because they are going to close the 

road is not very nice. I think it is unreasonable. I believe 

that if they develop that particular area, a better approach 
would have been to provide an access so as not 

to deprive them of their livelihood. But I understand that, 

subsequent to this motion being filed, some concessions 

were arrived at, or are being worked on. Some agreements
 are being put in place in regard to addressing this 

very important issue. 

The First Elected Member for West Bay will ex-

pound on efforts and accomplishments that have taken 

place in that area. 

The other area this motion deals with is the private 

roads that presently exist between Lacovia and the pub-

lic beach area. There are probably four or five roads that 

the public has enjoyed for many years. I noticed that recently 
a part of that beach has been cleared. There is 

some notice in regard to the construction of exclusive 

condo units on that piece of property. I don’t have a 

problem with development, but I believe that through the 

Planning Department the public access should be at 

least equal to what they are being deprived of through 

the development. 
They were able to drive their vehicles 

all the way to the edge of the beach on that particular 

road. I believe that the public access road should have 

the same width and capacity. 

Another thing that was pointed out to me was that in 

the Seven Mile Beach area every new development has 

had to provide a public access road to the beach. But 

they are just little footpaths in most cases. 
If someone was swimming in one of these areas and became ill, 
it would be impossible for them to get an ambulance close 

enough to the water to pick that person up. I think this is 

a serious consideration. 

It was also pointed out to me that a lot of private 

boat owners use these roads to launch their boats. If you 

were to allow the roads that were there to be replaced 

with pedestrian access to the beach, then the private 

boat owner will be deprived of access to the beach. 

I have never been to the Bahamas, but I understand 

that when you walk on the beach you can run into 

fences. People have private property that includes the 

beach and the fence runs straight to the beach. But we 

have always been very careful not to allow that to hap-

pen here in that it is my understanding that the Crown 

owns the beach, at least up to the high water mark. Even 

that was tampered with by a previous government and 

has caused some very serious problems. 

The Seven Mile Beach area has become very ex-

pensive. Land for sale is very limited. You probably pay 

$25 or $30 a foot for any land available. The owners 

want to own and control all the way to the water. That is 

causing some difficulties for people who have had the 

pleasure of uninterrupted access to our beaches. 

So I am asking government that as a condition of 

any development along this area that public access, pri-

vate roads that are there now, should be of the same 

size and calibre to allow an ambulance and also to allow 

the launching of a boat from the Seven Mile Beach area. 

The advice of one of my legal advisors (and it didn’t 

cost me anything either) was to look at the Prescription 

Law (1997 Revision). I believe that government can use 

this for the preventing of continued access to these 

roads by the general public. 
Under section 2 it says:
“When (a) any profit or benefit; (b) any way or ease-

ment; (c) any water course; or (d) the use of any wa-

ter, a claim to which may be lawfully made at the 

common law, by custom, prescription or grant, has 

been actually enjoyed or derived upon, over or from 

any land or water of Her Majesty the Queen, any per-

son or any body corporate by any person claiming 

right thereto, without interruption for twenty years, 

the right thereto shall, subject to the provisos here-

inafter contained be deemed absolute and indefeasi-

ble, unless it appears that the same was enjoyed by 

some consent or agreement expressly made or given 

for that purpose by deed or writing.”
In all cases the roads I am dealing with along Seven 

Mile Beach, that is the road to the Salt Creek area, as 

well as the roads along Seven Mile Beach between La-

covia and the public beach, were there in excess of 

twenty years. The reason I didn’t restrict the motion to 

just this particular area is because I am aware that diffi-

culties have been experienced by boat owners in other 

district, like North Side for example and even in Bodden 

Town. I wanted to make it wide enough so that govern-

ment could look at all areas in regard to this issue of 

public access to the beach, or waterways. 

I referred to a letter we received from the boat owners. Let me just read that. It’s dates 20th December 1999. 

It says:

“Attention Owner Yacht/Motor Vessel.” 

“A final request is hereby given to remove your 

yacht or motor vessel from Salt Creek Marina or canal area, 
West Bay north, block 10E, parcel 29, no 

later than December 31, 1999, as the area will be 

closed after this time to public access. 

“The entrance road to the Salt Creek area will be 

closing 31stDecember by the installation of new 

gates that will be locked. This will prevent any public 

access to the Salt Creek area. Should you have any 

questions, please call the number at the top of this 

notice. 
[signed]

The Managers, Salt Creek Ventures, Ltd.” 

Can you imagine being a boat owner who has used 

this area over all these years, and all of a sudden on the 

20th December you get a notice stating that in ten days 

they are going to stop you from using this area for the 

purpose of North Sound trips or anything else? It created 

a huge concern among our Caymanian boat owners. 

The Deputy Speaker: 

Honourable member, is this a convenient time 
to take the luncheon break? 

Proceedings will be suspended until 2.15. 

PROCEEDINGS SUSPENDED AT 12.44 PM 

PROCEEDINGS RESUMED AT 2.36 PM 

The Deputy Speaker: 

Please be seated. Proceedings are resumed. 
Debate continues on Private Member’s Motion No. 2/00. 
The Third Elected Member for West Bay. 

Mr. John D. Jefferson, Jr.: 

Thank you. 

Allow me to read another paragraph of the 
Prescription Law, section 4(1),

“When any beach has been 

used by the public or any class of the public for fish-

ing, for purposes incidental to fishing or for bathing 

or recreation, and any road, track or pathway pass-

ing over any land adjoining or adjacent to such 

beach has been used by the public or any class of 

the public as a means of access to such beach, 

without interruption for twenty years, the public 

shall, subject to the provisos hereinafter contained 

have the absolute and indefeasible right to use such 

beach, land, road, track or pathway, unless it ap-

pears that the same was enjoyed by some consent or 

agreement expressly made or given for that purpose 

by deed or writing.”
As I pointed out before, the roads in question have 

been there in excess of the required 20 years. The public 

has had uninterrupted access to the beach over that 
period of time. Caymanians are beginning to feel like the 

Indians of the United States. 
They are being pushed. 

You will recall that the Europeans came over and 
gradually pushed, and pushed the Indian people until today 

they are only allowed to settle on reservations that are 

not the most fertile pieces of property out in the middle of 

nowhere, so that they would not become a bother or a 

nuisance. 
Caymanians are beginning to feel the same way. 

We are being pushed. Pretty soon, if we don’t address 

what is happening we might find ourselves in the sea. 

I believe that the requests in this motion are reasonable 
and fair. I believe that the landowners in these 

areas should be told that if they are going to close or replace
 the existing roads that our people have enjoyed for 

so long then they must replace them with public access 

to the beach of a similar size that would not only allow a 

person to walk to the beach, but if necessary a vehicle 

could access the beach in case of emergencies or in a 

case where a Caymanian or resident may have the need 

to launch a boat via a trailer. 

Like the last motion we dealt with emphasised, it is 

important to maintain good social harmony in this coun-

try. I believe that all persons who live and work and own 

among us have to work together to see to it that our 

people continue to be treated fairly and that unnecessary 

pressure or inconveniences are not created that would 

pose a hardship to our people. So many of our boaters 

dock their boats in the North Sound Salt Creek area and 

they normally require access on a daily basis for snorkel-

ling or deep sea fishing in an effort to earn an honest and 

a decent living in this country. 

I recommend that government support this very important issue. 
To some of us it might not be important 

because we don’t depend on operating a boat for our 

daily livelihood. But those persons who are engaged in 

that activity consider this a very important and urgent 

issue that has to be addressed. Thank you for your in-

dulgence, and I look forward to hearing what government 

has to say on this motion. 

The Deputy Speaker: 

Does any other member wish to speak? The Fourth Elected
Member for West Bay. 

Mr. D. Dalmain Ebanks:

Thank you. 

I rise to give this motion my support. Access to any 

waterfront is always needed. Caymanians enjoyed the 

access to the water for umpteen years, not just twenty—

because I am over twenty, and I know when I used to 

use it! 

I hope this matter can be straightened out and that 

the people will realise that Caymanians have to live and 

enjoy their lives in this island because we are Caymani-

ans and we belong here. 
That water out there is for the public and we have to get to it. 

I feel that once the owners of this property are approached 
in the right manner, they will see it with us. And I hope they do. 

The Deputy Speaker: 

Does any other member wish to 

speak? (Pause) Does any other member wish to speak? 

(Pause) 

The Honourable Minister for Tourism, Commerce, 

Transport and Works. 

Hon. Thomas C. Jefferson: 

Thank you. 

I stand to make a brief contribution to the motion 

presently before the House, a motion that speaks to pub-

lic access to the North Sound and Seven Mile Beach, 

Private Member’s Motion No. 2/00. 

I remember as a young boy growing up in the 
Cayman Islands walking what we called then the iron shore, 

as well as walking along the surf on the beach and the 

access to just about everything on the seaside of this 

island. Government realises the significance of Cayma-

nians and other residents having access to the beach or 

the shore in whatever district. 

We know that the Planning Regulations require that 

developers leave a specific number of feet along the 

shore, and we have to ensure that those public accesses 

are free, clear and available for our local people. 
We have spent significant amounts of money in recent years 

to ensure that there are public beaches in the various 

districts. The public beach along Seven Mile Beach has 

been there for many, many years. There are public 

beaches in North Side, Colliers, Savannah, and West 

Bay in order to assure that access to the beach is avail-

able for our people. 

In addition to that sort of justifiable expenditure, we 

know that some areas are not all what they are mocked 

up to be. I believe that as a government we need to en-

sure that access to the south side, or the north side, or to 

the North Sound is available to our people. When we say 

North Sound, we think of a number of our residents. And 

a number of them are from West Bay, providing watersports 
service to visitors and locals alike. We have to 

ensure that they have access to their boats, and that 

their boats are moored in a safe place. 

We know the position of Morgan’s Harbour and the 

availability of a government jetty in that area. We also 

know that at SafeHaven many people utilise the public 

docking area. We know too that many of our people util-

ise the Salt Creek area and that there is a specific devel-

opment slated to be started in the not-too-distant future 

which is going to impact on those utilising that area. We, 

as a government are looking into their needs. 

We have actually looked at the Salt Creek area. 

Government does own land in that area. We also see a 

road leading to that area. We have actually costed the 

road that would lead to that area. We hope that members 

would be supportive when we come to Finance Commit-

tee to find the funds to build the road that leads to gov-

ernment’s property where our local people can establish 

a jetty. I know that many of them are committed to con-

structing a jetty for their boats from within their own 

means, and I think that is a laudable and commendable 

gesture on their part. In other words, they wish to work 

with government to establish their needs in that area. 

We know there are many people who do significant 

fishing who need to be certain about their future. I cer-

tainly believe that the government is committed to doing 

whatever is necessary to ensure that they are able to 

maintain their livelihood. We also know that many people 

provide snorkelling services in the North Sound and 

other areas. We need to look specifically at their needs 

to see how government is able to help. And we commit 

ourselves to that process. 

Government is willing to support this motion as I 

have described. We are already working on access to 

Salt Creek and believe that we all have a responsibility to 

ensure that the public access to the North Sound and the 

Seven Mile Beach is free and clear for our people. 

The Deputy Speaker: 

The Third Elected Member for 

Bodden Town. 

Mr. Roy Bodden: 

I rise to offer my support to this motion and to say that 
it gives me a sense of déjà vu and places the 
government in a somewhat awkward position. 

Having accepted Private Member’s Motion No. 9/96, en-

titled “Beach Access and use by the Public” government 

gave an undertaking and has seemingly been caught up 

by a lack of will, or intransigence, and has done nothing 

to effect the acceptance of that motion. 
In this light, I have to commend the present mover 
and seconder for being so tenacious as to bring 
the matter back to the government. 

I don’t want to be adversarial, but it is difficult not to 

remark. 
One has to question the government’s sincerity 

since they had a very similar motion in 1996 and they sat 

on their haunches. 
All these years have passed, and they have 
done nothing to address the problem, only to 

have the matter come back now. 
Therefore, one has to wonder how much 
merit can be placed on the acceptance the second time around, 

since they saw fit to do nothing the first time.
Anyway, it seems only fair that they be given a chance. 

That we should address this matter is of the great-

est importance. This business of access to the beach . . . 

and I am not restricting it to the North Sound. Access to 

beaches throughout this island is one area that has the 

potential of being problematic, causing a lot of unneces-

sary strife. 
There seems to be a basic misunderstanding 

between property owners as to their rights and obliga-

tions in terms of acknowledging covenants, practices, 

and traditions that have been longstanding in our country. 

I listened to the mover and he said that many years 

ago beach land had no value to the Caymanians, except 

to use as a launching point for fishing expeditions or only 

when we saw fit to go to the beach for whatever reasons, 

recreational or otherwise. Since the development of 

these islands in the 1970s, beach land and access to the 

sea has taken on added and greater significance. 
We have also moved from a situation where many 
Caymanians who held land, and held these access have, through 

sale, leases or other transactions, not availed themselves 
of these access and of this property ownership. 

We are placed in a position where we have to negotiate. 
And it is true that previous governments made 

some steps by delineating some access to the beach. 

But these are not vehicular and are purely footpaths. 

Even sometimes trying to access the beach through 

these areas gives some problems and rise to contention. 

I think it is important and necessary to arrive at 

some understanding and accommodation between the 

persons who own property whereby Caymanians seek 

access through to the sea and the Caymanians who use 

the property. It has never been a question that 
Caymanians wish to repossess the land. 
We are not of that mentality and we full well 
understand commercial transactions of this nature. 
But it is understandable that we be concerned when access is denied. 

I am reminded that about three months ago one of 

my constituents who has a charter boat business and 

keeps his boat moored in the South Sound area, came to 

me on two occasions very perturbed. I won’t identify the 

property. Nevertheless, what I am going to report 
disturbed me greatly. 

My constituent told me that he was concerned because 
to access his boat he had to pass through a prop-

erty where access to the beach was denied. When he 

spoke to some of the principals they told him that they 

wanted to “keep niggers out.” 
I mentioned this to my frequent passenger, the 
First Elected Member for George Town, and suggested 
we take a ride. It is always wise to have at least one witness. 

The First Elected Member for George Town said he 

was aware of the problem because he saw some activity 

that would suggest that was the case. My constituent told 

me that the area was being patrolled by a rather vicious 

looking German Shepherd dog. Well, I drove across the 

area and was struck by the paradox because the same 

people who were trying to keep “niggers” out had a black 

security guard! 

[Members’ laughter] 

Mr. Roy Bodden: 

Nevertheless these are some of the attitudes we often 
come up against. Some of our people are intimidated 
by these things. 
But even more than the intimidation, it carries the 

potential for confrontations.
I think we should discourage that. 

I want to reassure property owners that when their 

rights are trespassed, or there is abuse, I am sure that 

there are law enforcement agencies that would be happy 

to entertain their complaints. 
But the obverse is also true: 

they should not use as a pretext the protection of their 

property to deny law abiding citizens the right to traverse 

through the property to access the beach or their boats 

that are moored there. 

In other jurisdictions, these attitudes breed contempt 

for one element of the population against the other. 
We have long prided ourselves in the Cayman Islands with 

congenial neighbourly living. I hope it does not come to 

the stage where we have to enforce all of these traditions 

which in years past we took for granted. 

I believe that one of our problems is that our notion 

of private property was a lot different than that of North 

Americans and Europeans. Historically they guarded 

their property very sacredly. 

We have no such history in this country and I hope that 
that is the understanding that can be afforded us by 
persons who come in and buy our property. 
I hope that they can accommodate our traditions and 
ways of life and allow us to traverse and get 

access to the beach and the North Sound as and when 

we desire, provided that we respect their property and 

don’t do anything to deface, vandalise or disregard in 

any way. 

I would say to government that this is the second 

time that we have had to resort to asking them to do 

something about it. I find it rather ironic that both times 

was an election year. Maybe the government was preoc-

cupied with getting re-elected in 1996. So I will forgive 

them for not doing anything about the motion they ac-

cepted at that time. This being an election year, I would 

think the same preoccupation exists. It will be difficult for 

government to expect the same excuse to carry twice. I 

am saying that this time the matter carries greater 
urgency and it is incumbent upon them to accede to the 

request and try to do something about the matter before 

a lawsuit, or worse. 

It is difficult enough to have sold the land, but it is 

far worse to know that the persons to whom it has been 

sold are so uncharitable as to deny access to people 

who may need access purely for commercial reasons. I 

would say that it is our responsibility when faced with 

these kinds of circumstances to be as understanding as 

we possibly can. While we have an obligation to the 

people we represent, we also have an obligation to the 

landowners. This matter is one of the easiest matters to 

resolve if government is so minded. 

As with the motion in 1996, I will leave it to their 

conscience to determine how much interest should be 

placed on this matter, with the caveat that it nothing is 

done between now and election it certainly will be a 

campaign issue. 

The Deputy Speaker: 

Does any other member wish to 

speak? (Pause) 

The First Elected Member for West Bay. 

Mr. W. McKeeva Bush: 

I seconded the motion in the absence of the 
Fourth Elected Member for George Town. 

Public access must always exist for people to use 

the sea whether it’s the beach for boating, or just fishing. 

I think one member mentioned that this matter arose in 

1996. A motion was accepted. I can say that I heard of it 

in 1988, and I think I heard of it in 1992, and similar in 

election years before that. But this one I can say arose 

out of concern by some boat operators in the North 

Sound. 

I can say that Capt. Eugene Ebanks and I were 

made aware that a group of watersports operators had 

received a letter from the owners of a portion of Salt 

Creek. They also own the property that the pathway 

leading to Salt Creek runs across. I think about 13 of 

them use that area. 

Capt. Eugene, Mr. Cline Glidden, Jr. (CG), Mr. Rolstan Anglin, 
and I met with most of the group to hear 

their situation. Then we organised a meeting with the 

owners of the property. We talked through the situation 

with the owners. And the Caymanian Land and Sea 
Cooperative, which is formed for taxis and watersports 
operators, got an agreement through that entity for use of 

the area by the local watersport operators for another 

year. That was in January before the motion came to the 

House. 

That agreement is for one year, and then on a 

monthly basis until such time that a proper area can be 

made for them on the property that government owns. In 

our discussion with the owners, I said that I didn’t know 

whether government would be able to do much with the 

property it owns, but hopefully in the span of one year 

something could be done. And I heard the Minister of 

Tourism say that an access road is going to be built. 

That would help 

Salt Creek presently has three owners. Government 

owns some 40 plus acres, plus two private owners. 
Government would need to negotiate an agreement, or 
purchase a right-of-way across the other two properties 

owned by private owners because government’s property, 
while on the sea, is land locked. Some of the boat 

owners are willing to build their own jetty on 
government’s property if they are 
able to get to government’s property. Well, if government

can build the road, that would bode well. We have negotiated 
an agreement for one year, so government should be able 
to negotiate something with the private landowners. 

I believe that aspect is going to be looked at. We 

have some conditions to the agreement. The boat operators 
had to put a garbage bin on the property so they 

could put their garbage in after using the area. And the 

are some derelict boats that have to be removed from 

the water. Those are two of the conditions. I know that 

the garbage bin has been put there. And they are well 

underway to complying with the agreement. 

I think that the 99.99% of that group using Salt 

Creek are satisfied with this arrangement, with the 

understanding that we get government to build the road. 

Well, we can see what happened. At least one or two 

that wanted to get things moving faster contacted the 

mover and I would suspect after hearing the minister’s 

comments, that they contacted him as well. 

That’s all good and well for the use of Salt Creek. 

What needs to be done is that government needs to get 

the right-of-way across the two private properties and 

organise government’s property in a way that the boat 

owners can utilise it. 

In regard to Seven Mile Beach (and I would suspect 

other areas), what government should do, and it is 

probably late in the game to be doing so, but other 
countries have started on a similar suggestion. 
Government  should move to purchase the smaller pieces of property 

on Seven Mile Beach which is left vacant, and seems not 

able to be built on. I think this is something they could 

look for throughout the country. I am not saying that gov-

ernment should take anybody’s property. They could 

identify the property, make arrangements to purchase 

over a period of years. 

As we go around the waterfront, there are several 

small pieces that are not hooked in to pieces across the 

road that is privately owned. Public access and public 

beach space would not be limited. People sold their 

property over the years. Therefore, new owners have 

various views as to what should be done, or can’t be 

done on their property. 
We have grown up in this country to believe that 
we always had use of the iron shore for 

fishing or pulling up a boat, or the beach for bathing. I 

would hope that this would not be questioned now. 
But I don’t think we can wait any longer without government 

purchasing more and more of these small pieces of 

property on the beach. 

In some countries on the main road along the beach 

there is nothing built; everything is built on the opposite 

side of the road and the view of the sea is left open and 

the beach is left there for everybody to use. Our development 
took off differently and private landowners do as 

they pleased within guidelines I guess. 

I don’t think there is any more that I can add to this 

motion, but I think I needed to set the record straight on 

Salt Creek and exactly what the situation is. 

The Deputy Speaker: 

Does any other member wish to 

speak? (Pause) 

Does any other member wish to speak? 

(Pause) If not, would the mover like to exercise his right 

of reply? The Third Elected Member for West Bay. 

Mr. John D. Jefferson, Jr.:

Let me thank the government for accepting the motion. 
I am very pleased to hear that action has been taken 
in an effort to address this very important issue of 
access to Salt Creek. 

One of the suggestions made to me by one of my 

constituents was in order to ease the demand for 
docking facilities, especially in the North Sound area, that 

maybe government should look at the possibility of 
extending the present government dock in the Morgan’s 

Harbour area another 100 feet or so, which would allow 

more boats to dock in that area. That would allow some 

additional space on both sides of the dock. 

There was a channel dredged there. It means that if 

the jetty was extended, maybe larger boats used in the 

North Sound could moor in that particular area. As it 

extends out the water becomes deeper. 

I believe that we need to look at the possibility of 

reinstating the high water mark along the access to the 

beach. I recall that the high water mark, before a previous 
government interfered with it, was defined as that 

point where vegetation actually met the sand. That 
prevented anyone from saying that people could not walk 

through their property to get to the beach because the 

Crown owned up to the point where the beach met the 

vegetation. In most cases that was way up and it pre-

vented people from telling others that they could not 

pass through that property on their way to the beach. 

The definition now, as I understand it, has the high 

water mark as high up as the water will extend, maybe 

during high tide. In this country, we don’t have huge tides 

like in some countries. I recall in Costa Rica the shift can 

be as much as 12 feet between high and low tides. So 

the present definition of the high water mark only extend 

three or four feet beyond the water. For public access to 

the beach to be limited to that specific narrow piece, I 

don’t think is fair. 

I also believe that the long-term solution to the Salt 

Creek area is for government to build an access road as 

has been proposed and to maybe assist the boat owners 

to construct a jetty that runs north/south for 300 feet or 

so providing adequate docking space. 

I believe that as representatives of the people we 

have to be conscious of the people’s needs. When our 

people come to us with problems we should pool our 

efforts and come up with a solution. Our future success 

hinges on maintaining social harmony in this country. 

One of the advantages we have in this country is 

that persons from all levels of society have been able to 

earn a decent living. 
We don’t have a whole lot of have’s and have not’s, 
even though that situation is getting a bit critical at present. 
If we allow the situation we are addressing here today 
to continue, then this could go into even exaggerating that

position further. 

Many Caymanians, especially from my district, have 

saved a little money and have nice boats. And because 

of their knowledge of the North Sound they are able to 

use that boat to make a living. Because Caymanians are 

so hospitable anyway, they can sell their personality and 

experience. Most people enjoy their experience with the 

gentlemen offering those excursions to the North Sound. 

We have to be very careful that we don’t allow a few 

to control the whole. Especially in the watersports area 

this is becoming a problem. Our people are having a 

much more difficult time making an honest living. 
There are huge companies that go to the cruise ships for 
prebookings for a commission. Because of that, the cruise 

ships recommend those operators. 

To give you an example, if a cruise ship passenger 

came ashore and booked a tour themselves, they would 

probably get that tour for $12 to $15 through an inde-

pendent taxi operator. From the ship that same tour is 

sold for $35. The local operator gets maybe $10 and the 

cruise ship walks away with $20 on each ticked. 
I learned that the cruise directors have a lot of influence. 

Before they go into a port they have a briefing session 

and tell them whom to look for if they want to go on tour. 

They are told not to trust the others, they have no 
insurance . . . . All they have to do is say it, and it’s gospel as 

far as those passengers are concerned. They have tre-

mendous influence on who gets the business in this 

country. 

In the North Sound I hear many tales of the poor little 
Caymanian sitting at the dock, even at Salt Creek, 

waiting for his two persons— 
The Deputy Speaker: 

Honourable Member, if I can interrupt you . . . 
can you return to the motion or tie in what 

you are saying with the motion please? 

Mr. John D. Jefferson, Jr.:

I will, Madam Speaker. 

And you see a boat going out by Beach Club with 

150 passengers. It becomes very discouraging. The 

point I am trying to make is that we have to at least 
ensure that the playing field remains level in order to allow 

our people to continue to earn a living in this area. 

People come here, they buy land, and they don’t 

care what it was being used for before they purchased it. 

They have no sensitivity to these matters. 

The Deputy Speaker: 

Is this a convenient time to take the break? 

Mr. John D. Jefferson, Jr.:

I was about to wind up. 

The Deputy Speaker: 

Okay, if you are just going to take a minute, we will let you wind up. 

Mr. John D. Jefferson, Jr.:

Let me thank my colleagues 

who spoke on behalf of the motion, I thank government 

for accepting it. I am very pleased to see that this matter 

is well in hand, according to government. And I look 
forward to a permanent solution to this very important issue. 

The Deputy Speaker: 

The question on Private Member’s Motion No. 2/00, entitled 

Public Access to the North Sound and Seven Mile Beach. 
“BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED THAT Government now consider taking 

the appropriate action, by whatever means deemed 

necessary, to ensure that Caymanian boat owners 

and other members of the general public continue to 

have access to the North Sound and Seven Mile 

Beach area through established access roads that 

have been used for this purpose for so many years.”

Those in favour please say Aye. 
Those against No. 

AYES. 

The Deputy Speaker: 

The Ayes have it. 

AGREED: PRIVATE MEMBER’S MOTION NO. 2/00 PASSED. 

The Deputy Speaker: 

Proceedings will be suspended for 15 minutes. 
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